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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-22 are currently presented and have been examined. 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 27 
December 2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 26 December 2006 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues that the prior art does not teach or 
suggest the pushing of a file from the server through the 
firewall to the file transfer gateway. The Examiner respectfully 
submits that this argument is not persuasive. 

First, the Applicant has failed to argue that the prior art 
does not teach the other claimed limitations of the independent 
claims and the dependent claims, therefore, the Examiner can 
only assume that the previous rejections made to these claims 
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were and are currently valid. Therefore, the Examiner maintains 
these rejections. 

Furthermore, the Applicant has failed to specifically 
point out the support for the amendments made to the claims. 
While the specification does refer to pushing, it does not 
specifically refer to the situation as argued by the Applicant. 
In order to avoid enablement issues under 35 USC 112, 1 st 
paragraph, the Examiner suggests that the Applicant show the 
support for such limitations in the specification. Therefore, 
this absence of showing the basis for the arguments presented to 
the Examiner is inherently unpersuasive . 

Furthermore, the claims fail to recite and therefore 
specifically require that the push operation involve any 
specific functionality beyond the previously recited 
transferring of the file through the firewall. The nominal 
recitation of "pushing" of a file which may be interpreted in 
the context of the conventional downloading a file from one node 
to another node as is known in the art and as admitted by the 
Applicant in the specification does not further distinguish the 
claimed invention from the prior art. Therefore, the Examiner 
submits that the cited prior art continues to read on the 
currently presented claims and the instant application is not in 
condition for allowance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122 (b) , by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the . 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

Claims 1-2, 4-12, and 14-22 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0033517 Al to Rutherglen et al . 

Regarding claim 1, Rutherglen discloses a method of 
transferring a file to or from a server (referred to throughout 
the reference as a "database server") past a firewall, 
comprising the steps of: 

accessing a web site ("application server"; paragraph 0032) 
behind the firewall, the web site having a web page including an 
applet, and the web site associated with the server; receiving 
the web page and the applet from the web site; (paragraph 0031) 

sending the applet to an application at a file transfer 
gateway ("database proxy object"); and . transferring the file 
between the file transfer gateway and the server through the 
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firewall, wherein the file is pushed from the server through the 
firewall to the file transfer gateway, (paragraphs 0020, 0030, 
0038, and 0040) 

Regarding claim 2, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1 . 

Rutherglen discloses herein the web site is at a 
collaboration manager separate from the server, (paragraphs 
0031, specifically "In the example shown, the... system may 
include an application server 60 and a database server 62." (see 
also Figure 1) and paragraph 0105, specifically u In another 
scenario, the database server and the application server are on 
separate physical machines...") 

Regarding claim 4, Rutherglen discloses a method as t in 
claim 1. • 

Rutherglen discloses wherein accessing the web site and 
receiving the web page and the applet are performed using a web 
browser, (paragraph 0030) 

Regarding claim 5, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 4 . 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the web browser and the file 
transfer gateway are implemented on a client, (paragraphs 0030 
and 0038) 
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Regarding claim 6, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the application at the file 
transfer gateway is a file transfer service implemented on a 
client or edgebox. (paragraph 0038) 

Regarding claim 7, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 6. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein transferring the file between 
the file transfer gateway and the server is performed over a 
virtual channel between the file transfer service at the file 
transfer gateway and a file transfer adapter at the server, 
(paragraphs 0038 and 0040) 

Regarding claim 8, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1 . . 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the file is transferred in 
chunks, (paragraphs 003 6 and 0037) 

Regarding claim 9, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 8. . 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the chunks are transferred 
using a basic hypertext transport mechanism, (paragraphs 0036 
and 0037) 

Regarding claim 10, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1. 
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Rutherglen discloses further comprising the step of 
encrypting, decrypting, or performing some other operation on 
the file before or after transferring the file, (paragraphs 
0020, 0030, 0038, and 0040; see also Figures 3A and 3B) 

Regarding claim 11, Rutherglen discloses a method of 
transferring a file to or from a server past a firewall, 
comprising the steps of: 

authenticating access by a requestor to a web site behind 
the firewall, the web site having a web page including an 
applet, and the web site associated with the server; sending the 
web page and the applet to the requestor; receiving a request 
from the requestor to transfer the file to or from the 
requestor; transferring the file between the file transfer 
gateway and the server through the firewall, wherein the file is 
pushed from the server through the firewall to the file transfer 
gateway, (paragraphs 0008, 0020, 0030, 0031, 0038, and 0040) 

Regarding claim 12, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 11. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the requestor is a browser or 
edgebox. (paragraph 0030) 

Claims 14-18 are also rejected since these claims recite 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 2 and 7- 
10 respectively. 
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Regarding claim 19, Rutherglen discloses a method of 
downloading a file from a server past a firewall, comprising the 
steps of : 

registering with the server behind the firewall; polling 
the server for files to be downloaded; and downloading the file 
from the server through the firewall over a virtual channel; 
wherein the file is transferred in chunks using a basic 
hypertext transport mechanism, (paragraphs 0036-0038, 0040, and 
0082) 

Claim 20 is also rejected since claim 20 recites 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 10. 

Claims 21 and 22 are also rejected since claims 21 and 22 
recite substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 
19 and 10 respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 
Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
establishing a background for determining obviousness under 3 5 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art . 

2 . Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

Claims 3 and 13 are rejected under 3 5 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rutherglen in view of "Java Applet 
Signing Guide" to Wilson. 

Regarding claim 3, Rutherglen discloses a method as in 
claim 1. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein a user accessing the web site 
is authorized prior to retrieval of the applet, (paragraph 0008, 
0030, and 0036) 

Rutherglen does not expressly disclose wherein the applet 
is signed, however, Wilson does disclose this limitation (page 
5, first paragraph) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of these references since Wilson discloses that signing applets 
enables the user to determine whether the source of the applet 
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can be trusted (page 5, first paragraph) . In view of these 
specific advantages and that the references are directed to 
communicating information between a client and a server, one of 
ordinary skill would have been motivated to combine these ' 
references and would have considered them to be analogous to one 
another based on their related fields of endeavor, which would 
lead one of ordinary skill to reasonably expect a successful 
combination of the teachings. 

Claim 13 is also rejected since claim 13 recites 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 3. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is 571-272-3918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 9am- 5 :3 0pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David Wiley, can be 
reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300 . 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. // 
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